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fft?T liTIWt 
(Trsrwf^fFr) 

srffcngwr 

1$%#, 2t$, 2002 

ft. 50/2002-fttaHJ?« 

UT.TRT.fft 316(31).— arfftfftcT !?llftg>(ft, ftfa UORi^l ftfW 3Tft? 

Slftftlft (ftOSTOSK)) ft ^ ft vCTTf^T ftT Wf ft fftftfeTcT ftfai ftfftu 1975 

(1975 ftJT 51) gft Weft 3TJ5jftt ft ftftf fto 69.07 ITT 69.08 ft STcfftcT 3Tlft gift 

c3?cft ft flftft fft^TWS ftft ftfftftft T^Tfftf (ftp# fftft ?ftft RTcI*’ 

<wt w ft) ft smw ft urcft ft wsr ft wrm, wrmm, urn i, #5 i, gifts 3 fftw?, 
2001 ft WlffteT 3fftr HTftftgT fftwft ft 3TTftr7 W ^TT fftwft W g§ft ft fft - 

(g>) ftg grwTft wpt ftft ftggg am arftgg (ftoatoaro) (fftft fsrft fftft wgra; 
“ftg^ ft?T” gr^T wn ft) ft ijeT wr ft vi^ifftr gr wt ft fftftftra w w, 

TTFTFft ijoft ft <=FT TJoft w ftTftT ft fftftft fft^T ftftT ft, fftuft ftftWTWSq W 

|3TTft; 


(tj) tnrftg ftftftr ftt umift gftft fft ft; 

0) 


1408 01/2002 
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(T) &tr it 3RZTftfi SRT ^Rlf^nT «jfcT *61% t ; 

stH sTftfl^T ^ w 3 wt$n t % M *jci wnf^cf zrr 

^ ^ PraffcRT RTcT ^ SFTft 3TT2TT?fr tR 3FNT cf*6 aptfcR m $ ■ 

nfcPrnpT arfa#ficT f^n wn? ; 

aft?, arf^rfei jnfasntt srt Ridf tt arffcTE jifcnusH a##ter %r Rit 
ftpprft?! wiTft igffacr s>r <$r ^ araRsrarc %rt ^jgrrt v&r «w # 2001 
3 >t ^ Mr %f^cT arrfcr tfo 11935 ^cr w sit ; 

. afH are^Ri^K f^RT \3 ^ ^jizhew % 2002 RiRid aiT^T m 96 alt? 2002 
«£ f^rf^cr anfor tfo 148 ttri 2001 £ Mr f%%r an^r tto 11935 % aprt cuflrcj 9 
arrcnfr, 2002 ^ an3w srt TRaiR s>t feir ss apTfclE ^e*6 arf^Rjcffl 
ott^T ^ ^ ^ arj^iR zn%fr ^ arRinfctt w 1 %sr ^ aft? Rezr^rat s>t ^ 

aRi w6Rt war arwn^r s% rr ara^R kft ^; 

3fk, WW, zrr^t 3fR RtZJ^fURfi gRT ^3PJ R 1 ? PpT W TgTcIT ^1 ftSR S% 

' l afr? \3RT W 3?filf|cr UTf^T^t S§t %Rft T? PftlN SR% S> WRTcI RY 

arf^rflcr Wlf^r^ TJ^favI # BRT&P S% SR 3^ HlHdT Rift «Hdl £ ; 

3RT:, 313, PR3>R £% (RT%T RT^ait RtI T6RH, hRImIEH RR 

Pratpir afk crtt eater rt aiwRW) I^ptr, 1995 ^ f^TTR 13 afR f^PiR 20 ^ >etw 
R fer ^crt #p^cR) ari^Rrarr Rft etrt 9 ^ ^ ^pwrt (2) sJtct rrtt yrfRRRt r>t rrVi 
RR^r arf^rf^cf irrfSra^T^t ^ f%^?t ^ 3 ttwr t?; ^ d*i<ii4) rw<ri 3fk 

3 RR apta (TtO3TO3T0) ^ M ^ dPIff^d m ^ Rdtfcld HRR tflRRJcRI tRw 
3 rf^rzFf r?RI ai^tt $ ^ ^to 69.07 ^rr 69.08 ^ aicPtcr arr% RTeft tifc^i^ 
afRfrf^ EI?cft f^PR RRR RT tfrf^eR ERdt T7, RR f^Rft PTUIddKl? Ri UPIR'^ 

SRI t^TZltcT f^RIT RfPJ afR RRR ^ RWT 3MTcI i^RfT Rmj, RTf TT sfrTTPR ^jdh 
arfWRT t, fiR T ^ t WHT SfcT S’tte 13.62 Tft% aPtfM OT? 3tR ^ 

aiRlfcfcI 71^ Riel ^ nfcT T’ftlPR aiddRd ^J??I ^ ^ 3IPR ^ ^ dHjtt I 





[vmi—T3TO3(i)l 
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2. w 3?f^rq^n ^ sitfto arftr^TfErcr sfcrci^ ...l..rffi&L . 2002 f^nFtf 

^ f^T ^ frfSrf^cT t, mrf\ ^TT aftr ITR^ta if ^3^1 ^ThT I 

W^taRUT~^T Sfi^pTT ^ SPtMf ^ fcP?,- 

(^) “3^?RW £ ^Hl^och stfmm, 1962 (1962 ^T 52) ^ ^ 

W3W3T% mrfn Tjcar afMcr t sfo ^ arfafWr uSt 

STCT 3, 3^, 87J, 9 3fr? 9cf> c£ cpf ^ #tTT^ 

^rfeRT# ; 

(^) ^ ?rf^TTc^T ?J$cfr ^ffWTI ^ 3Rt3Fff ^ fcTTT f^TRI <3R ^Rft vsfr 

^r Tftbrg^ arf^m mt u <fi\ mm (3) ^ ^ ^ (j) ^ 

crt 3PiW ^ ^ w-w w un^ ^ ^ $ fan 

w^f (^rwf^rm) 

^ ^^nRT cm5t^r w ?TT^g Br^fr .f^ ^ v3^vT 3Tf^mTT cffY CTRI 

46 ^ 3?#4 sr^r T3 JR^T vfJcfT t ! 


['’HUT. 354/214/2001~^fsrR3j] 
^-^t. rilm-ft, am nf*n 


MINISTRY OF FINANCE 
(Department of Revenue) 
NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 2nd May, 2002 
No, 50/2002-CUSTOMS 


G.SJt3l(r(E)._WHEREAS m the matter of import of vitrified and porcelain tiles, other than 
vitrified industrial tiles (hereinafter referred to as “the subject goods”), falling under heading 69 07 or 
69.08 of the First Schedule to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 (51 of 1975), originating in, or exported 
from, the People s Republic of China and United Arab Emirates (UAE), the Designated Authority vide 
its preliminary findings, published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, Part I, Section I, dated the 3rd 
December, 2001, has come to the conclusion that- 


(a) the subject goods, originating in, or exported from, the People’s Republic of China and United 
Arab Emirates (UAE) (hereinafter refen-ed to as “the subject countries”) have been exported to 
India below normal value, resulting in dumping; 

(b) the Indian industry has suffered material injury; 

(c) the injury has been caused cumulatively by the imports from the subject countries; 

AND WHEREAS the Designated Authority has considered it necessary to impose anti¬ 
dumping duty, provisionally, pending final determination, on all imports of the subject goods 
originating in, or exported from, the subject countries; 
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AND WHEREAS Special Civil Application No. 11^55 of 2001 was filed in the High Court of 
Gujarat at Ahmedabad challenging the aforesaid findings of the Designated Authority recommending 
imposition of provisional anti-dumping duty on the subject goods; 

AND WHEREAS the High Court of Gujarat at Ahmedabad, vide order dated the 9th January, 
2002, in Special Civil Application No. 11935 of 2001 with Civil Application No. 96 of 2002 and Civil 
Application No. 148 of 2002, directed the Central Government to consider the representation of the 
petitioner in accordance with law before issuing the notification of provisional duty and the interveners 
shall also be given an opportunity to make a representation along with other parties; 

AND WHEREAS the Central Government, after having considered at length the issues raised 
in the representations of the petitioner and interveners and the comments of the Designated Authority 
thereon, haye come to the conclusion that there is no case for interfering with the aforesaid findings of 
the Designated Authority; 

NOW, therefore, in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2) of section 9A of the 
said Customs Tariff Act, read with rules 13 and 20 of the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment 
and Collection of Anti-dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules, 
1995, the Central Government, on the basis of the above findings of the Designated Authority, hereby 
imposes on vitrified or porcelain .tiles, other than vitrified industrial tiles, falling under heading 69.07 or 
69.08 of the First Schedule to the said Customs Tariff Act, originating in,- or exported from, the 
People’s Republic of China or United Arab Emirates (UAE), when exported by any exporter or 
producer, and imported into India, an anti-dumping duty at the rate which shall be calculated as the 
difference between US $ 13.62 per square metre and the landed value of such imported subject goods in 
US $ per square metre. 

2. ' The anti-dumping duty imposed under this notification shall be effective upto and inclusive of 

the 1st day of November, 2002, and shall be payable in Indian currency. 

Explanation - For the purposes of this notification,- 

(a) “landed value” means the assessable value as determined under the Customs Act, 1962 (52 of 1962) 
and includes all duties of customs except duties levied under sections 3, 3 A, 8B, 9 and 9A of the said 
Customs Tariff Act; 

(b) rate of exchange applicable for the purposes of calculation of anti-dumping duty shall be the rate 
which is specified in the notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Finance (Department 
of Revenue), issued from time to time, in exercise of the powers under sub-clause (i) of clause (a) of sub¬ 
section (3) of section 14 of the said Customs Act, and the relevant date for the determination of the rate of 
exchange shall be the date of presentation of the bill of entry under section 46 of the said Customs Act. 


[F.No. 354/214/2001-TRU] 
G.D. LOHANT Under Secy. 
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